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REMARKS 

I. Formal Matters 

Claims 1-33 are all the claims pending in the present Application, 

Applicant thanks the Examiner for acknowledging the drawings filed on 
October 10, 2003, 

II, Objection to tine Specification 

The Examiner has objected to the specification as allegedly failing to provide proper 

antecedent bases (support) for the claimed subject matter. Specifically, the Examiner alleges that 
the specification fails to provide support for "setting the degrees of font transformation at 
random," as recited in claims 23 and 29. Applicant disagrees. 

The above-recited limitation is present in claim 18, as originally filed with the present 
Application, As such, the limitation of claim 18 is part of the original disclosure and thus 
provides the necessary written description support for claims 23 and 29. 

For at least this reason Applicant respectfully asserts that claims 23 and 29 are properly 
supported by the disclosure of the specification. As such, Applicant respectfully requests for the 
Examiner to withdraw her objection. 

HI. Claim Rejecti ons Uader 35 U.S.C. § 103 

The Examiner has rejected claims 1-7, 9-17 and 19-33 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 

allegedly being unpatentable over Watanabe et al. (U.S. Pat. App. No. 5,959,635). Applicant 

respectfully disagrees. 

With respect to claim 1, Watanabe fails to teach, or even suggest, at least "transforming 
the font for the character by moviag a set of transforming feature poiafe of a plurality of 
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feature points comprising the font data for the c haracter , . . wherein the moving of the set of 
transforming feature points moves the transforming featur e points from their usual positions 
. . . ." That is, in one exemplary embodiment of the present invention, font data for a character is 
made up of a plurality of feature points. According to this exemplary embodiment, transforming 
feature points correspond to some of the plurality of feature points. In other words, the 
"transforming feature points" are a subset of the "plurality of feature points" and not a new, or 
different, set of points. As such, the "transforming feature points" also comprise font data for a 
character. 

The Examiner alleges that Watanabe teaches "altering the position of control points, e.g., 
A, A', B and B' to accommodate the addition of new control points, e.g.. C\ (See Office Action, 
page, 10). This is simply incorrect. 

Watanabe transforms the contour shape of a character without altering the position of 
the font data points . In fact, Watanabe specifically teaches that the difference between itself 
and the prior art is that in the prior art "the original outline data itself is transformed." (See Col. 
3, 11. 57-60). In other words, unlike the prior art, Watanabe does not move the font points 
corresponding to the original outline data of a character. 

Instead, Watanabe uses the original outline data to calculate the locations of control 
points. (See, for example, FIG. 6 steps SI 6- 18). Next, Watanabe connects the control points in 
accordance with the selected typeface. Thus, Watanabe uses the calculated data points to 
transform the shape of the original character. However, Watanabe does not disclose, or even 
suggest moving, or adjusting, the original outline data points corresponding to the original font 
data of the character, (See, for example, FIG. 10 (a)-(c) and the accompanying description). 
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In fact, Watanabe does not disclose any movement of smv. feature point once that point is 
set. Instead, Watanabe calculates the positions of points, and connects them in accordance to the 
selected typeface. Watanabe cannot teach "movlingl the transformin g featur e points from 
their usual positions" because the location of the control points in Watanabe has to be 
determined. For at least this reason, Applicant respectfully asserts that claim 1 is allowable over 
the cited art of record. 

With regard to claims 2-6, these claims depends from independent claim 1. As such, 
Applicant respectfully asserts that claims 2-6 are allowable at least by virtue of their dependency 
from claim 1. They are also allowable because of the additional limitations recited therein. 

For example, with regard to claim 5, the Examiner alleges that "Watanabe discloses the 
degree of font transformation [being] set to a predetermined portion of a font size of the font), 
(See Office Action, page 5). Applicant respectfully disagrees. 

Watanabe discloses recognizing a portion of the character to be transformed, and then 
calculating the length and width of that portion. Next, using the length to width ratio, Watanabe 
calculates the position of the control points, as described above. (See FIG, 6, steps S7a and SI 6- 
18). Watanabe calculates this ratio for each portion of the character that will be transformed and 
each portion of the character may be transformed in a different way. (See Col. 2, 11. 7-10). 

Contrary to the Examiner's position, the font size of the character in Watanabe is 
irrelevant to calculating the amount of transformation of the character, Instead, the amount of 
transformation is based on the size of each individual portion to be transformed. Because 
varying portions of the character could have varying sizes, one cannot simply rely on font size to 
determine the amount of transformation in Watanabe. 
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With regard to claim 6, Watanabe fails to teach, or even suggest, "moving a first feature 
point of the set of transforming feature points of the plurality of feature points by a small 
amount of movement when a second feature point of the set of transforming feature points 
adjacent to the first feature point has a vector corresponding to the same quadrant as the 
vector of the first feature point, and in other cases, moving the first feature p oi nt by a large 
amount of mov ement," 

The Examiner alleges that this feature is taught in Watanabe because Watanabe allegedly 
teaches that: "the amount of movement is determined by the ratio of the stroke length to the 
element width, such that the larger the distance between the points the larger the movement." 
(See Office Action, page 5). Applicant respectfully disagrees with the Examiner's interpretation 
of claim 6. 

Even if, arguendo, Watanabe taught increasing the amount of movement based on the 
distance between two points, Watanabe would still fall short of teaching every limitation as 
recited in claim 6. 

Specifically, claim 6 is not directed to increasing the amount of movement in relation to 
the distance between two points. Instead, in one exemplary embodiment, the amount of 
movement is increased based on the quadrant in which the two feature points are located. As an 
example, if the distance between two feature points is "X" and the two points are in the same 
quadrant, the amount of movement will be small. However, if the two points are in different 
quadrants, but still have the same distance (X) between them, the amount of movement will be 
increased. For at least this additional reason, Applicant respectfully asserts that claim 6 is 
allowable over the art of record. 
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With regard to independent claim 7, Applicant respectfully asserts that claim 7 is 
allowable for at least the reasons analogous to those recited with respect to claim 1 . It is also 
allowable because of the additional limitations recited therein. For example, Watanabe fails to 
teach, or even suggest, " deciding whether to transform all instances of a plurality of 
instances of a character in a text by an identical degree of font transformation or to transfor m 
an instance of the plurality of instances of the character by a degree of font transformation 
different from other instances of the plurality of instances," as recited in claim 7. 

In other words, in one exemplary embodiment of the present invention, it is decided 
whether all instances of a character appearing in the text will have the same change, or whether 
some, or only one, of a plurality of the same characters appearing in the text, will be changed. 

Conversely, Watanabe is directed to a single character . In Watanabe, the user will 
decide which typeface to apply, for example ARROW, and the system will modify the character 
in accordance with the chosen typeface. Watanabe does not disclose a plurality of characters, 
nor does it disclose deciding whether all instances of one character or one instance of the 
character will be adjusted. For at least this additional reason Applicant respectfully asserts that 
claim 7 should be allowable. 

With regard to claims 8-13, these claims depend from independent claim 7. As such, 
Applicant respectfully asserts that these claims are allowable at least by virtue of their 
dependency from claim 7. They are also allowable because of the additional limitations recited 
therein. Additionally, Applicant asserts that claims 12 and 13 are allowable for reasons 
analogous to those recited with respect to claims 5 and 6, respectively. 
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With regard to independent claim 14, Applicant respectfully asserts that claim 14 should 
be allowable for at least the reasons analogous to those recited with respect to claim 7. With 
respect to claims 15-20, these claims depend from independent claim 14. As such, Applicant 
respectfully asserts that these claims should be allowable at least by virtue of their dependency 
from claim 14. Additionally, Applicant asserts that claims 19 and 20 are allowable for reasons 
analogous to those recited with respect to claims 5 and 6, respectively. 

With regard to independent claims 21 and 22, Applicant asserts that claims 21 and 22 
should be allowable for reason analogous to those recited with respect to claims 1 and 7. 

With regard to claim 23, Applicant asserts that Watanabe fails to disclose, or even 
suggest, at least "receiving font data for a character, and setting a degree of font 
transformation at random ." 

The Examiner interprets "setting the degree at random as setting various degrees of 
transformation." (See Office Action, page 8).. Applicant respectfully disagrees with the 
Examiner's interpretation. 

According to one exemplary embodiment of the present invention, the degree of font 
transformation is not predetermined, instead it is set at random . Conversely, in Watanabe, the 
amount of transformation is set based on the chosen typeface. After the typeface is chosen, 
Watanabe recognizes the portion to be transformed. Next, transformation is performed based on 
the dimensions of the portion to be transformed. In other words, the amount of transformation in 
Watanabe is predetermined according to the typeface to be used. For at least this reason, 
Applicant asserts that claim 23 should be allowable over the cited art of record. 



7 



RESPONSE UNDER 37 C.F.R. § 1.116 Attorney Docket No.: Q76934 

Application No.: 10/682,429 

With regard to claims 24-27, these claims depend from independent claim 23. As such, 
Applicant asserts that these claims are allowable at least by virtue of their dependency from 
claim 23, Additionally, with respect to claim 24 Applicant asserts that claim 24 is allowable for 
reasons analogous to those recited with respect to claim 1. 

With regard to claim 28, Watanabe fails to teach, or even suggest, "setting various 
degrees of font transformation for a plurality of characters m a teat : and transforming the font 
of the plurality of characters according to the set degrees of font transformation, thereby 
transforming shapes of the characters." 

As mentioned above with respect to claim 7, Watanabe is directed to a single character. 
In Watanabe, the user must select a type for a character, transform the character, and move on to 
the next character. As such, Watanabe cannot disclose setting various degrees for a plurality of 
chara cters, and then transforming the plurality of characters according to the set degrees of font 
transformation. 

With regard to claims 29-33, these claims depend from independent claim 28. As such, 
Applicant respectfully asserts that they are allowable at least by virtue of their dependency from 
claim 28. They are also allowable because of the additional limitations recited therein. For 
example, with respect to claim 29, Applicant respectfully asserts that claim 29 is allowable for 
reasons analogous to those recited with respect to claim 23. Additionally, with respect to claim 
30, Applicant asserts that claim 30 is allowable for reasons analogous to those recited with 
respect to claim 1 . 
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IV, Allowable Subject Matter 

The Examiner has objected to claim 18 as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 

but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. Applicant respectfully holds the rewriting of this claim 
in abeyance until the Examiner has considered our arguments with respect to the rejected claims. 

V. Conclusion 

In view of the above, reconsideration and allowance of this application are now believed 
to be in order, and such actions are hereby solicited. 

This Application is being filed via the USPTO Electronic Filing System (EFS). 
Applicant herewith petition the Director of the USPTO to extend the time for reply to the above- 
identified Office Action for an appropriate length of time if necessary. Any fee due under 37 
U.S.C. § 1 .17(a) is being paid via the USPTO Electronic Filing System (EFS). The USPTO is 
also directed and authorized to charge all required fees, except for the Issue Fee and the 
Publication Fee, to Deposit Account No. 19-4880. Please also credit any overpayments to said 
Deposit Account. 



Respectfully submitted, 
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